Two questions occupy the thinking of many language testing researchers at this time: what is language testing research for?; and how can nonclassical measurement theory further the aims of language testing research? Bachman and Clark's proposal of a new 'framework of communicative language ability', to be investigated through a programme of collaborative research and instrument development, has set the stage for a new phase in language testing research:
... language proficiency testing has reached an important watershed, at which recent statistical advances, increased attention to the development of detailed theoretical models of communicative language proficiency, the existence of a number of useful prototype instruments, and growing interest in proficiencybased language teaching and assessment on the part of both language teachers and researchers all combine to produce a very opportune moment for the field to make rapid, synergistic advances in both the theory and the practice of language proficiency assessment. (Bachman and Clark, 1987: 33) An important element is missing from their exciting proposal, an element that less careful researchers than Bachman (Weir, 1986; Hamp-Lyons, 1986 Adams, Griffin and Martin (1987) and by Pollitt and Hutchinson (1987) have prompted these comments. Both make use of, and make certain claims for, the value of item response theory, specifically Rasch analysis using a partial credit method, and both have a clear impact on curriculum.
In their study, Pollitt Pollitt and Hutchinson, is a backward step for both l._.lguage testing and language teaching.
